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To  THE  Fellows  of  the  Royal  and  the  Royal 
Astronomical  Societies. 


My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, — In  the  Report  of 
the  Council  1855-56  to  the  Thirty-sixth  Annual 
Meeting  of  the  Royal  Astronomical  Society  (vol.  xvi. 
pp.  96,  97),  a  paragraph,  of  which  the  following  is 
a  copy,  appears  : — 

"  The  last  of  Mr.  Sheepshanks'  publications  was  a 
defensive  pamphlet,  or  partly  defensive,  in  answer  to  an 
imputation,  to  which  we  need  not  here  allude  further 
than  by  describing  it  as  an  impeachment  of  his  inte- 
grity, upon  the  evidence  of  a  conversation  alleged  to 
have  been  held  thirty  years  before  it  was  brought 
forward,  with  an  eminent  man  who  died  twenty  years 
before  it  was  brought  forward.  Of  course,  this  sort  of 
evidence  never  received  the  slightest  attention  from  any 
of  the  scientific  bodies  before  whom  it  was  proposed  for 
inquiry  ;  nor  would  it  have  been  mentioned  here,  pubHc 
as  the  matter  has  become,  except  simply  to  record  that 
sense  of  the  utter  needlessness  of  any  reply  to  such 
an  accusation,  which  the  Council  showed  when  they 
neglected  the  formal  application  made  to  them  on  the 
charge.  The  subject  of  this  memoir  lived  in  the  regard 
and  respect  of  all  who  knew  what  he  was,  and  were  un- 
biassed by  the  feelings  which  controversy  too  often 
creates.  In  this  Society  he  must  always  be  remembered 
with  gratitude  as  an  earnest  friend,  a  laborious  servant, 
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an  enlightened  manager,  and  a  conscientious  admi- 
nistrator." 

The  late  Council  of  tlie  Royal  Astronomical 
Society  having  thus  made  the  adulation  of  the 
dead  a  means  of  slandering  the  living,  and  alluded 
to  the  personal  differences  which  existed  between 
the  late  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks  and  myself, 
I  am  most  reluctantly  and  painfully  compelled  to 
refer  to  matters  from  which  I  should  otherwise 
have  refrained. 

I  may  perhaps  be  permitted  to  observe  in  limine, 
that  in  the  "  Obituary  Notices  "  which  are  pub- 
lished by  the  Councils  of  the  Royal  and  Royal 
Astronomical  Societies,  common  decency  requires 
that  they  should  contain  nothing  likely  to  stir  up 
personal  feelings  :  the  works  of  the  deceased  person, 
any  details  of  his  history  likely  to  encourage  others 
in  the  pursuit  of  science,  any  praise  of  him  con- 
sistent with  truth,  are  legitimate  topics  for  such 
notices,  but  it  is  an  abuse  to  make  them  libels  on 
the  living ;  and  not  less  so  to  identify  Societies  with 
the  bad  passions  of  individual  members  of  their 
Councils. 

A  few  days  previous  to  the  Annual  Visitation  of 
the  Royal  Observatory  of  Greenwich,  in  June, 
^1S54,  the  late  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks, 
as  I  am  informed,  printed,  and  caused  to  be  dis- 
tributed among  the  Visitors,  an  unfinished  pamphlet 
in  respect  of  our  personal  controversies ;  but  I  never 
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received  a  copy  of  it  from  him — I  have  not  read  one 
word  of  it,  and  have  never  been  able  to  procure  it. 
At  the  Anniversary  Meeting  of  the  Royal 
Society,  1854,  the  late  Rev.  Richard  Sheepshanks 
caused  to  be  distributed  among  the  Fellows  as 
they  entered  the  hall-door  leading  to  the  apart- 
ments of  the  Society,  a  pamphlet  intituled — 

"  A  Letter  to  the  Board  of  Visitors  of  the  Greenwich 
Royal  Observatory,  in  reply  to  the  Calumnies  of  Mr. 
Babbage  at  their  Meeting  in  June  1853,  and  in  his 
book  entitled  The  Exposition  of  1851.  By  the  Rev.  R. 
Sheepshanks,  M.A.,  one  of  the  Visitors. 

Leedere  gaudes, 
Inquis ;  et  hoc  studio  pravus  facis.    TJnde  petitum 
Hoc  in  me  jacis]  est  auctor  quia  denique  eorum 
Vixi  cum  quibus? 

London :  Printed  by  G.  Barclay,  Castle  Street, 
Leicester  Square.  1854." 

Having  been  told  that  this  pamphlet  was  re- 
plete with  abuse  of  myself,  I,  without  reading  it, 
placed  a  copy  of  it  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  A.  J. 
Stephens,  one  of  the  Fellows  of  the  Royal  Society, 
and  requested  him,  as  "  my  friend,"  to  advise  me 
how  to  act. 

A  few  days  afterwards,  Mr.  Stephens  advised  me 
not  to  take  the  slightest  notice  of  the  pamphlet,  or 
even  to  read  it.  He  also  considered  that,  as  the 
pamphlet  purported  to  be  a  "  Reply  to  the  Calum- 
nies of  Mr.  Babbage,"  it  was  more  incumbent  upon 
Mr.  Babbage  to  publish  a  reply  to  the  abuse  of 
Mr.  Sheepshanks  than  a  duty  devolving  on  me. 
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Mr.  Stephens,  at  a  subsequent  interview,  also 
stated  that  Lord  Rosse  and  Dr.  Paris  concurred 
in  opinion  with  himself,  that  I  ought  not  to  take 
any  notice  of  Mr.  Sheepshanks'  pamphlet. 

Placing  the  utmost  reliance  on  the  judgment  and 
friendship  of  Mr.  Stephens,  and  Mr.  Babbage 
having  acquainted  me  that  he  intended  to  answer 
the  calumnies  of  the  Reverend  Richard  Sheep- 
shanks, I  neither  replied  to,  nor  did  I  even  read 
the  pamphlet  or  any  portion  of  it,  until  after  my 
perusal  of  the  "  Obituary  Notices  of  deceased 
Fellows"  of  the  Royal  Society  for  1854-55,  and 
after  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Astronomical  Society 
had  made  their  report  to  the  Thirty-sixth  Annual 
General  Meeting  of  their  Society. 

I  deem  it  essential,  in  self-justification,  to  sub- 
mit the  following  statement  of  facts  for  your 
consideration. 

On  the  19th  of  January,  1852,  Mr.  Babbage 
came  to  Campden  Hill,  brought  with  him  the  Review 
of  his  "Exposition  1851,"  which  had  then  recently 
appeared  in  the  Mechanics  Magazine,  and  read  it  to 
me.  On  his  coming  to  the  words  :  "  If  this  be  not 
subornation  of  perjury,  it  is  very  like  itj"  I  re- 
minded him  of  a  real  case  of  subornation  of  perjury 
in  Avhich,  on  the  late  Mr.  Troughton's  word  to  me, 
the  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks  had  asked 
Mr.  Troughton  to  let  one  of  his  men  go  to  the 
Custom-house  to  clear,  as  an  English  instmment, 
a  circle  of  Jecker's,  on  which  Mr.  Sheepshanks 
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had  had  engraved  the  name  of  "Troughton,"  to 
evade  the  duty. 

Mr.  Babbage  proposed  that  these  facts  should 
be  embodied  in  a  letter  to  the  Editor  of  the 
Mechanics  Magazine ;  and  the  result  w^as,  that  the 
following  letter  appeared  in  that  publication  on 
January  24,  1852  : — 

"IN  RE  BABBAGE  V.  SHEEPSHANKS. 

" '  If  this  be  not  subornation  of  perjury,  it  is  very  like  it.' — Mech.  Mag. 

Jan.  17,  1852. 

"  SiKj — The  perusal  of  the  able  article  in  your  Journal, 
from  which  the  above  extract  is  taken,  has  called  to  my 
mind  a  parallel  instance  of  quasi-subornation  of  perjury, 
which  you  may  perhaps  deem  not  unworthy  a  corner 
in  your  pages,  illustrating,  as  it  does  very  strongly,  how 
British  workmen  are  but  too  often  injured  in  their  repu- 
tation by  foreign  counterfeits,  and  how  the  practice 
derives  encouragement  from  the  low  state  of  moral 
feeling  prevailing  as  well  among  scientific  (or  rather 
pseudo-scientific)  as  among  fashionable  circles. 

"  For  very  many  years,  I  was  on  terms  of  the  closest 
intimacy  with  the  late  Mr.  Troughton.  Calling,  as  was 
my  habit,  almost  every  day,  I  found  him  on  one  occasion 
in  a  state  of  great  agitation  ;  I  asked  him  *  Wliat  was 

the  matter  ? '    He  said,  '  That  fellow,  Dick,  ,  has 

just  left — he  has  been  abroad,  and  has  brought  from 
Paris  one  of  decker's  circles — he  tells  me,  that  to  avoid 
payment  of  duty  for  it,  he  has  had  the  name  of  "  Trough- 
tori'''  engraved  on  it, — and  he  has  asked  me  to  let  one 
of  my  workmen  go  down  to  the  Custom-house,  and  clear 
it  for  him  as  an  English  instrument.  I  told  him  I 
would  rather  cut  off  my  right  hand,  than  be  concerned 
in  such  a  rascally  transaction :  and  from  what  he  said, 
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I  am  not  sure  if  W   is  not  as  deep  in  the  mud 

as  Dick  is  in  the  mire.'  I  replied,  '  I  hope  not."  Mr. 
Tronghton  then  said,  '  I  told  the  fellow,  if  he  wanted  to 
rob  the  Eevenue  by  perjury,  he  must  get  some  other 
person  to  help  him;  and  he  went  away  in  great 
dudgeon.' 

"  Some  few  days  afterwards,  calling  on  my  old  friend 
Trough  ton,  I  crossed  him  in  the  passage,  between  his 
shop  and  his  parlour,  as  he  was  coming  down-stairs ; 
taking  me  by  the  hand,  he  led  me  to  the  window  at  the 
further  part  of  the  room,  and  bowing  to  the  window-sill, 
he  introduced  me,  with  a  look  of  contempt  which  I 
shall  never  forget,  to  a  circle  which  was  lying  there ;  he 
put  it  into  my  hands,  saying,  '  It  was  the  Jecker's  circle 

which  S  had  got  from  the  Custom-house,  but 

whether  by  swearing  to  a  lie  himself,  or  by  having 
gotten  some  one  to  swear  to  a  lie  for  him,  he  did  not 
know."  He  pointed  to  the  name  of  '  Troughton'  engraved 
on  it,  and  said,  '  The  imitation  was  a  very  good  one,  and 
the  fellow  was  an  expert  forger.' 

"  I  am,  Sir,  yours,  &c. 

"  James  South.  . 

"  Odskrtatoht,  Kensinoton,  January  19,  1852."* 

I  am  charged  by  the  late  Council  of  the  Astro- 
nomical Society  with  having,  in  the  foregoing  letter, 
impeached  the  integrity  of  the  late  Mr.  Sheep- 
shanks, upon  a  conversation  held  thirty  years  before 
it  was  brought  forward,  with  an  eminent  man  who 
died  twenty  years  before  it  was  brought  forward. 

In  my  letter  to  the  Mechanics'  Magazine,  I  made, 

*  In  the  Mechanics'  Magazine  "July"  was  by  mistake  printed 
instead  of  "January." 
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upon  the  authority  of  the  late  Mr.  Troughton,  two 
charges  agamst  the  late  Rev.  Richard  Sheepshanks. 

(1.)  That  he  had  procured  from  Paris  one  of 
Jecker's  circles,  and  that  he  evaded  the 
payment  of  the  duty  by  having  the 
name  of  "  Troughton  "  engraved  upon  it. 

(2.)  And  that  to  evade  the  payment  of  the 
duty,  he  must  either  have  been  guilty  of 
perjmy,  or  subornation  of  perjm'y. 

In  the  "  Defensive  Pamphlet "  of  the  late  Reve- 
rend Richard  Sheepshanks,  as  the  late  Council  of 
the  Royal  Astronomical  Society  have  ludicrously 
described  it,  he  thus  writes  (p.  8)  : — 

"  I  saw  a  favourable  account,  by  Sir  Thomas  Bris- 
bane, of  the  performance  of  a  circle  of  reflexion  by 
Jecker  of  Paris  ;  and,  as  a  Mend  was  going  to  Paris,  in  \ 
the  winter,  I  believe,  of  1823, 1  requested  him  to  procure 
me  a  circle  of  Jecker's,  and  to  get  Troughton's  name 
engraved  upon  it,  so  as  to  pass  our  Customs  without 
duty,  and  without  causing  him  delay  or  trouble.  This 
was  done,  and  the  instrument,  I  am  pretty  sure,  left  by 
him  at  Troughton's  shop  in  Fleet  Street,  to  have  the 
inscription  erased,  and  to  be  adapted  to  the  stand  of  a 
British  circle  which  Troughton  had  recently  sold  me. 
It  is  most  probable  that  the  officers  at  Dover  had  their 
attention  drawn  to  the  erroneous  inscription  by  the 
Commissioner,  and  so  passed  it ;  but  I  can  say  nothing 
about  this  of  my  own  knowledge. 

"  I  own  that  I  am  now  heartily  ashamed  of  this 
transaction,  although  everybody  smuggled  in  those  days, 
directly  or  indirectly." 

B 
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Can  any  unprejudiced  person  deny  that  Mr. 
Richard  Sheepshanks  has  admitted  :  — 

(1.)  Procuring  a  "circle  of  Jecker's"  from 
Paris  J  and  "  getting  Troughton's  name 
engraved  upon  it ; " 

(2.)  "  So  as  to  pass  our  Customs  without 
duty?" 

In  respect  of  "  the  perjuiy,  or  the  subornation  of 
perjury,"  it  is  clear  that,  in  1823,  the  "Circle" 
coidd  not  have  passed  "our  Customs"  without 
some  person  taking  an  oath  that  it  was  of  British 
manufactm-e ;  but  to  this  part  of  the  transaction 
the  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks  cautiously  and 
judiciously  avoids  giving  any  positive  information 
or  denial,  although  he  confesses  that  he  is  "  heartily 
ashamed  of  this  transaction." 

The  late  Council  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 
Society,  besides  charging  me  with  impeaching  the 
integrity  of  the  late  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks, 
have  also  accused  me  of  having  reported  a  "  con- 
versation alleged  to  have  been  held  thirty  years 
before  it  was  brought  forward,  with  an  eminent 
man  who  died  twenty  years  before  it  was  brought 
forward." 

The  "  conversation "  alluded  to  is  the  conversa- 
tion I  had  with  the  late  Mr.  Troughton,  the  parti- 
culars of  which  I  have  given  in  my  letter  to  the 
Mechanics  Magazine. 
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The  best  answer  I  can  afford  to  the  misrepre- 
sentations of  "  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Astrono- 
mical Society,"  implying  that  the  integrity  of  the 
late  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks  has  only  re- 
cently been  impeached  by  me  and  for  the  first  time, 
is  the  following  copy  of  a  letter  which  I  received 
from  the  Rev.  Dr.  Robinson,  Director  of  the  Armagh 
Observatory : — 

"  OBSERVATORr,  ARMAGH, 

Jvme  15,  1863. 

"  Dear  Sir  James, — On  my  arrival  here  last  night, 
I  found,  yours,  in  which  you  tell  me  that  Mr.  Sheep- 
shanks, while  admitting  that  he  caused  the  name  of 
Troughton  to  be  engraved  on  a  circle  of  Jecker's  for 
the  pm-pose  of  evading  the  Revenue  laws,  denies  the 
other  facts  stated  by  you  in  the  Mechanics  Magazine 
(July*  1852),  and  asserts  that  you  invented  them 
after  Troughton's  death. 

"  As  to  his  denial  of  the  facts,  it  may  pass  for  its 
worth,  but  that  jou  stated  them  long  before  Troughton's 
death  all  your  friends  can  testify ;  of  one  instance 
I  can  give  the  date  very  nearly, — beginning  of  July. 
1833.  When  coming  to  London  from  the  meeting  of 
the  British  Association  at  Cambridge,  I  found  you  and 
Troughton  at  issue  about  the  luckless  Equatorial.  1 
saw  with  great  pain  two  so  long  devoted  friends,  and 
whom  I  so  greatly  respected,  on  the  verge  of  deadly 
feud,  and  endeavoured  to  prevent  it.  You  will  remember 
that  you  consented  to  leave  the  dispute  to  the  arbitration 
of  me  or  any  one  I  would  name,  but  Troughton  would 
hear  of  no  terms  whatever.  Yet  when  I  reminded  him 
of  '  old  times,'  his  heart  did  soften  a  little ;  but  he  said 

•  It  is  printed  "  July"  in  the  Mechmics'  Magazine,  but  it  ought  to 
have  been  printed  "  January." 
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he  could  not  act  without  the  consent  of  Mr.  Sheepshanhs  : 
and  so  the  matter  ended.  That  day  I  met  you  at 
dinner  at  Mr.  F.  Baily's,  and  told  you  how  much  I  was 
disappointed.  You  certainly  did  not  spare  Mr.  S.  on 
the  occasion.  When  I  expressed  my  regret  that  a 
Clergyman  should  so  far  forget  his  duty  as  a,  2ieacemaher, 
you  told  an  anecdote  of  him  while  in  your  house  at 
Passy,  which  showed  that  such  obligations  did  not  press 
heavily  on  him ;  and  when  some  of  the  company  were 
surprised  at  his  opinions,  you  told,  in  all  its  parts,  the 
history  given  in  the  Mechanics'  Magazine. 

"  Then  it  was  quite  familiar  to  me,  and  seemed  so  to 
Mr.  Baily,  so  that  I  must  have  heard  it  in  1830  at 
latest.  But  this  surely  is  needless  :  whatever  faults 
you  have,  none  who  knows  anything  of  you  can  pos- 
sibly think  want  of  truth  is  one  of  them  ;  most  cer- 
tainly not. 

"  Yours  ever, 

"  T.  E.  KOBINSON. 

"  Sir  James  Socth." 

The  late  Council  of  the  Royal  Astronomical  So- 
ciety state,  that  the  "  imputation  "  would  not  have 
been  mentioned  in  "  the  Report  "  "  except  simply 
to  record  that  sense  of  the  utter  needlessness  of  any 
reply  to  such  an  accusation,  which  the  Council 
showed  when  they  neglected  the  formal  application 
made  to  them  on  the  charge." 

It  may  perhaps  be  inferred  that  I  made  a 
"  formal  application  "  to  the  Council  of  the  Royal 
Astronomical  Society  upon  the  subject ;  but  the 
fact  is,  that  I  never  made,  either  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, any  "  application  "  to  any  Council  of  the 
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lloyal  Astronomical  Society,  or  to  any  other  Society, 

in  respect  of  my  controversies  with  the  late  Reverend 

Richard  Sheepshanks. 

From  the  sneaking  notice  by  the  late  Council  of 

the  Royal  Society,  and  from  the  impudent  notice 

of  the  late  Council  of  the  Royal  Astronomical 

Society,  a  degree  of  notoriety  has  been  given  to  the 

"  Defensive  Pamphlet"  which  it  could  not  otherwise 

have  acquired.   I  am  therefore  compelled  to  notice 

a  charge  of  fraud  which  the  late  Reverend  Richard 

Sheepshanks  has  made  against  me,  viz.,  that  my 

dispute  with  the  late  Mr.  Troughton  was  only  to 

evade  my  pecuniary  liabiHties  to  that  gentleman. 

Thus,  at  p.  14  it  is  stated  : — 

"  It  is  the  opinion  of  all  persons  conversant  with  the 
parties,  that  Sir  James  would  not  have  paid  except  on 
compulsion ;  and  that  no  one  except  myself  could  liave 
been  found  to  carry  this  compulsory  process  into  execu- 
tion.   I  myself  have  no  doubt  of  this." 

Perhaps  the  accompanying  letters  from  Sir  David 

Brewster  and  Mr.  Gwilt  will  slightly  illustrate 

the  degree  of  reliance  which  ought  to  be  placed 

upon  the  assertions  of  the  late  Reverend  Richard 

Sheepshanks  : — 

"Allerlt,  by  Melrose, 
Feb.  23,  1833. 

"  My  dear  Sir  James, — During  the  week  which 
I  spent  under  your  roof,  and  especially  during  the  many 
observations  which  I  made  with  the  large  Equatorial 
in  company  with  yourself  and  others,  I  saw  the  great 
disti-ess  and  vexation  in  which  you  were  involved,  by 
the  instability  of  the  instrument.    I  had  heard  also 
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from  otlierSj  that  Mr.  Troughton  had  suffered  equal 
vexation  from  the  same  cause ;  and  I  therefore  felt  an 
unusual  degree  of  interest  in  the  measures  which  were 
proposed  to  remove  the  recoil  of  the  telescope. 

"  On  the  day  when  Mr.  Simms  came  to  the  observatory 
to  apply  the  friction  rollers,  I  recollect  well  your  having 
requested  me  to  impress  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
making  every  exertion  to  render  the  instrument  fit  for 
observation,  and  to  hint  to  him  how  injurious  a  failure 
in  this  respect  would  be  to  his  professional  reputation. 
You  had  more  than  once  stated  to  me  your  conviction, 
that  no  good  would  be  derived  from  the  application  of 
the  friction  rollers,  and  I  was  therefore  anxious  to  be 
present  at  the  trial  of  them. 

"  With  this  view,  I  spent  a  long  time  in  the  observa- 
tory with  Mr.  Simms;  having  quitted  it,  I  returned 
frequently  during  the  day.  I  found  Mr.  Simms  per- 
fectly sensible  that  tlie  instrument  was  a  failure,  and 
exceedingly  anxious,  both  on  your  accoimt  and  for  the 
sake  of  his  professional  name,  to  give  it  the  stability 
which  it  required.  He  anticipated  great  advantages 
from  tlie  rollers ;  but  after  the  numerous  experiments 
which  were  made  in  my  presence,  and  in  which  I 
assisted,  I  was  perfectly  convinced,  and  lie  seemed  to  be 
so  also,  that  the  cause  of  the  recoil  could  not  be  removed 
by  such  means.  We  discussed  the  hypothesis  of  a 
momentary  twist  in  the  frame  arising  from  the  elasticity 
of  the  materials  ;  and  with  the  view  of  throwing  some 
light  on  the  subject,  he  applied  a  telescope  with  a 
micrometer,  Avhich  he  had  brought  with  him  for  the 
pui"pose.  Tiic  observations,  however,  did  not  indicate 
any  perceptible  change  of  form. 

"  If  I  recollect  rightly,  you  were  in  London  when 
these  experiments  were  going  on ;  and  upon  your  return 
I  mentioned  to  you  all  that  had  been  done  in  the  ob- 
servatory.   On  this  and  on  other  occasions,  I  remember 
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your  stating  to  me  that  you  had  offered  to  pay  Mr, 
Troughton  all  tliat  he  had  expended,  provided  that  he 
would  adopt  the  plan  of  the  five  feet  Equatorial,  which 
you  had  from  the  first  thought  the  best,  but  which,  in 
deference  to  Mr.  Troughton 's  opinion,  had  been  aban- 
doned. 

"  At  dinner,  the  whole  subject  was  discussed  between 
yourself,  Mr.  Simms,  and  me ;  and  I  recollect  that  you 
expressed  youi"self  in  the  strongest  manner,  both  in 
reference  to  the  total  obstmction  of  your  own  observa- 
tions, and  to  the  influence  which  a  failure  in  rectifying 
the  instrument  would  have  on  his  professional  cha- 
racter. 

"  Such  is  the  substance  of  what  I  distinctly  recollect ; 
much  more  was  said  on  the  subject,  and  if  I  were  near 
you,  I  dare  say  you  might  recall  a  gi-eat  deal  of  it  to 
my  remembrance. 

"I  am, 

"  Ever  most  faithfully  yours, 

"  D.  Beewster. 

"  To  Sir  James  South." 

"20,  Abingdon  Steeet,  Jem.  IQih,  1833. 

"  Deak  Sir  James, — In  answer  to  your  favour  of 
yesterday,  I  have  to  observe  to  you,  that  previous  to 
your  journey  to  Russia,  in  my  conversations  with  Mr. 
Simms,  relative  to  the  Equatorial,  he  has  more  than 
once  expressed  to  me  his  regi-et  at  its  unfortunate  failure, 
and  his  surprise  at  your  great  patience  and  forbearance 
with  his  firm ;  and  most  particularly  did  he  so  on  one 
occasion  when  walking  home  from  your  house,  and  with 
an  expression  to  me  of  the  unpleasant  feeling  he  had  as 
to  the  amount  of  the  cost  compared  with  the  inefficiency 
of  the  work  done.    My  recollection  of  this  last-named 
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conversation  is,  from  accidental  circumstances,  particu- 
larly strong. 

"  Believe  me,  dear  Sir  James, 

"  Yours  very  faithfully, 

"Jos.  GwiLT. 

"  To  SiE  James  South." 

On  the  IStli  of  October,  1833,  Messrs.  Trough- 
ton  &  Simius,  in  a  letter  to  Messrs.  Pew  &  Co., 
offered  to  leave  the  matters  in  difference  to — using 
their  own  language — 

"  Indifferent  and  unquestionable  judges,  for  instance, 
the  Astronomer  Royal,  Sir  John  Herschel,  Mr.  Baily, 
Captain  Kater,  Captain  Beaufort,  Captain  Smyth,  &c. ; 
or  by  a  certain  number  of  referees  appointed  on  each 
side." 

On  the  30th  of  October,  1833,  Messrs.  Few  & 
Co.,  in  a  letter  to  Messrs.  Troughton  &  Simms, 
stated — 

"  Sir  James  South  would  not  object  to  a  reference  of 
the  entire  case  to  the  gentlemen  named  in  your  letter  of 
the  18th  inst. ;  but  as  from  the  circumstance  of  Sir  Jolm 
Herschel  being  under  early  engagements  to  quit  the 
country,  we  apprehend  it  would  be  impossible  for  him 
to  give  his  attention  to  it.  Sir  James  would  propose  the 
substitution  of  the  name  of  Dr.  Robinson,  of  Armagh, 
for  that  of  Sir  J ohn  Herschel :  we  write  on  the  assump- 
tion that  he,  and  all  the  others,  will  consent  to  become 
referees." 

The  offer  made  on  the  ISth  of  October  by 
Messrs.  Troughton  &  Simms  was,  however,  after 
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its  substantial  acceptance  by  Messrs.  Few  &  Co. 
on  the  30th  of  October,  withdrawn,  by  a  letter 
from  Messrs.  Chisholme  &  Co.  to  Messrs.  Pew  & 
Co.,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy : — 

"  6i,  Lincoln's  Inn  Fields,  Dec.  3d,  1833. 
"  Dear  Sies, — We  beg  to  propose  on  behalf  of  Messrs. 
Troughton  and  Simms,  to  refer  all  matters  in  difference 
between  them  and  Sir  James  South  to  the  determination 
of  a  Sergeant  or  Barrister-at-Law,  to  be  mutually  agreed 
on,  Messrs.  Troughton  and  Simms  having  liberty  of 
access  to  the  Equatorial  with  their  workmen  and  scientific 
friends,  at  such  times  and  xmder  such  conditions  and 
restrictions  as  the  arbitrator  shall  direct,  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  the  instrument  into  working  order,  and  of 
adjusting  the  same  with  the  use  of  Sir  James's  large 
object  glass.  Should  your  client  agree  to  this,  we  will 
prepare  and  send  you  the  draft  agreement  for  your 
perusal. 

"  We  are,  dear  Sirs, 

"  Yours  obediently, 
"  Chisholme,  Hall  &  Gibson." 

To  this  letter  Messrs.  Few  &  Co.  returned  the 
following  answer  to  Messrs.  Chisholme  &  Co,  : — 

"  COVENT  GakDEN, 

Dec.  7th,  1833. 

"  Dear  Sirs, — We  take  shame  to  ourselves  for  not 
earlier  replying  to  your  favour  of  the  3d,  by  stating  that 
we  cannot  advise  Sir  James  South  to  refer  such  a  sub- 
ject to  any  gentleman  of  the  bar,  satisfied  that  scientific 
persons  can  alone  be  competent  to  do  justice  to  either 
party,  and  such  certainly  at  one  time  appeared  to  be  the 
opinion  of  your  clients. 

O 
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"  We  have  only  to  repeat  our  readiness  to  refer  all 
questions,  as  stated  in  our  letter  of  tlie  30th  October  to 
Messrs.  Troughton  and  Simms. 

"  We  are,  dear  Sirs, 

"  Yours,  &c* 

"  Few,  Hamilton,  &  Few." 

On  tlic  12th  of  December,  1833,  Messrs. 
Chisholme  &  Co.  sent  a  letter,  of  which  the  follow- 
ing is  a  copy,  to  Messrs.  Few  &  Co.  -. — ■ 

"  C4,  LI^•coL^•'s  Inn  Fielus. 

"  Dear  Sirs, — Messrs.  Troughton  and  Simms  and 
Sir  James  South. — As  you  altogether  decline  a  refer- 
ence to  a  barrister,  and  as  we  cannot  advise  our  clients 
to  accede  to  the  reference  proposed  by  you,  we  are 
driven  to  the  other  alternative,  of  commencing  an 
action. 

"  We  enclose  process  for  your  undertaking,  which  we 
presume  you  will  give. 

"  We  remain,  dear  Sirs, 

"  Tours  faithfully, 
"  CiiiSHOLME,  Hall  &  Gibson." 

It  is  upon  these  facts  that  I  have  been  accused 
by  the  late  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks,  in  his 
"  Defensive  Pamphlet,"  of  being  a  "  shabby, 
shuffling  debtor." 

The  Reverend  Richard  Sheepshanks  has  also 
stated  in  his  "Defensive  Pamphlet,"  that  "the 
only  remark  which  he  [Troughton]  made  during 
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the  contest  was,  that  I  had  not  acted  with  suffi- 
cient vigour  towards  Sir  James.  '  You  should  have 
arrested  him,'  he  said:  'the  fellow  has  a  white 
feather.    Frazi  arrested  him  and  got  paid.'  " 

Frazi never  arrested  me;*  and  the  following  copy 
of  a  letter  which  I  received  from  Mr.  Seaward,t 
who  was  conversant  with  all  the  facts  of  the  case, 
will  establish  the  malice  and  falsehood  of  the 
language  in  the  foregoing  extract : — 

"  Canal  Iron  Wobks, 
March  14, 1837. 

"  Dear  Sir, — I  am  truly  surprised  at  the  contents  of 
your  letter  of  this  date,  that  circumstances  should  have 
occun-ed  to  render  it  necessary  for  yoti  to  inquire  of  me 
whether  your  conduct  towards  Mr,  Frazi  on  the  subject 
of  the  large  dome  of  your  ohservatory  was  incompatible 
with  the  feelings  of  an  honourable  man,  or  inconsistent 
with  the  sentiments  of  a  gentleman ;  sucli  I  understand 
having  been  insinuated  against  you  by  Messrs.  Sheep- 
shanks and  Simms,  through  their  counsel,  Mr.  Starkie. 

"  I  remember  perfectly  well  having  been  introduced 
to  you  by  Mr.  Simms,  for  the  purpose  of  offering  you 

*  I  may  here  observe,  that  during  the  continuance  of  my  disputes 
with  the  late  Mr.  Troughton,  I  implicitly  followed  the  advice  of  my 
friends — Admiral  Sir  Francis  Beaufort,  Mr.  Joseph  Gwilt,  the  Eey. 
Dr.  Eobinson,  Mr.  Babbage,  the  late  Dr.  J.  Scott,  and  the  late  Mr. 
Francis  Baily.  And  in  my  controversies  with  Mr.  Frazi,  I  acted  under 
the  advice  of  Mr.  Seaward,  Mr.  Simms,  Sir  Francis;  Beaufort,  Mr. 
Joseph  Gwilt,  Mr.  Babbage,  the  late  Dr.  J.  Scott,  the  late  Mr.  Francis 
Baily,  and  the  late  Mr.  Troughton. 

+  Until  Mr.  Simms  introduced  me  to  this  distinguished  engineer, 
I  had  not  the  honour  even  of  his  personal  acquaintance.  He  represented 
him  to  me  as  a  man  of  the  highest  integrity  and  of  the  soundest  judg- 
ment— and  that  to  him  I  might  confide  the  examination  of  Frazi's 
''scandalous  bill"  beyond  any  Civil  Engineer  with  whom  he  was 
acquainted. 
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my  advice  and  assistance,  among  other  things,  respecting 
the  claim  of  Mr.  Frazi  for  work  done  to  the  large  dome, 
and  in  which  claim  I  must  say  you  had  great  reason  to 
1)6  dissatisfied. 

"  You  adopted  my  recommendation  in  the  settlement 
of  that  claim,  and  it  is  with  the  greatest  pleasure  that 
I  can  hear  testimony  to  your  gentlemanly  and  honour- 
able conduct  throughout  that  transaction ;  and  I  will 
most  cheerfully  attend  to  state  the  same  on  oath,  if  you 
shall  find  it  necessary  for  me  to  do  so. 

"  I  am,  dear  Sir, 

"  Your  most  obedient  Servant, 
"  John  Seawaed. 

"  To  Sir  James  South,  F.R.S.,  &c.  &c." 

The  Councils  of  the  Royal  Society  generally 
contain  a  certain  number  of  titled  or  eminent 
persons,  Avhose  avocations  preclude  them  from  ren- 
dering proper  attention  to  the  scientific  and  ordinary 
business  of  the  Society.  The  result  is,  that  little 
men,  under  the  shadow  of  this  aristocracy,  have 
a  commanding  influence  over  the  proceedings — 
elect  their  own  miserable  toadies  to  office,  and 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  crush  men  of 
learning  who  will  not  be  subservient  to  their 
selfish  views  and  absurd  pretensions ;  in  fact,  the 
working  and  unassuming  men  of  science  are  in- 
sulted and  oppressed  by  the  little  men,  under  the 
name  of  "  the  President  and  Council  of  the  Royal 
Society." 

"  Truth  and  Justice"  force  me  to  say,  that  if  the 
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members  of  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Society  were, 
instead  of  allowing  the  interests  of  science  to  be 
injured  by  a  coterie  of  "  two  or  three  make-believe 
philosophers,"  to  reform  themselves,*  by  adopting 
the  valuable  suggestions  of  their  late  President,  the 
Earl  of  Rosse — aUke  distinguished  for  his  learning, 
liberality,  and  hospitality — for  increasing  the  num- 
ber of  the  Council,  and  other  useful  reforms ;  and 
if  the  Council  of  the  Royal  Astronomical  Society 
were  to  govern  its  public  proceedings  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  prevent  the  noses  of  their  officers 
from  being  pulled  by  the  members  at  the  ScientiJiG 
Meetings  of  their  Society: — they  would  be  more 
creditably  employed  than  in  interfering  with  the 
personal  controversies  of  the  Fellows,  and  publish- 
ing, either  through  ignorance  or  malice,  false  and 
unfounded  charges  against  myself. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be. 

My  Lords  and  Gentlemen, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 
J.  SOUTH. 

OBSERVATonT,  KENSINGTON, 

April,  1856. 

*  Vide  Copy  of  Memorandum  pvcsonted  to  the  Council  of  the  Eoyal 
Society  by  the  Right  Hon.  the  Earl  of  Rosse,  in  Appendix. 
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MEMOUANDUM*  PKESENTED  TO  THE  COUNCIL  OF  TIIE 
ROYAL  SOCIETY  BY  THE  EAEL  OF  KOSSE. 

"  A  ROUGH  Memorandum  hastily  written  with  the  view 
of  throwing  out  some  hints  for  consideration  relative  to 
the  question,  whether  it  may  not  be  practicable  to 
strengthen  the  Royal  Society,  and  render  it  more 
efficient  in  presiding  over  the  science  of  the  country  ? 

"  Tlie  Royal  Society,  in  all  its  arrangements,  has  con- 
tinued nearly  the  same  since  its  foundation.  The 
Council  consists  of  the  same  number  of  Members,  the 
days  of  meeting  are  the  same,  and  even  the  routine  of 
business  remains  almost  unchanged.  In  the  meantime 
new  sciences  have  sprang  up,  and  the  old  sciences  have 
branched  out  so  vigorously  that  there  are  now  indi- 
vidual sciences  which  consist  of  so  many  special  depart- 
ments, that  in  dimensions  they  may  be  said  to  be  little 
inferior  to  the  natural  sciences  in  tlieir  aggregate,  as 
they  existed  in  the  first  days  of  the  Royal  Society. 
Moreover,  there  are  now  various  societies,  the  offshoots 
of  the  Royal  Society,  which  share  its  labours ;  it  no 
longer  stands  alone ;  its  relations  to  science  have  under- 
gone a  great  change.  The  habits  and  customs  of  the 
people  of  this  country  have  also  been  somewhat  changed 
since  Charles  II. 's  reign.  It  will  perhaps  be  granted, 
therefore,  that  there  is  at  least  ?i  jyrima  facie  case  for  the 

*  I  am  indebted  for  a  copy  of  lliis  Meinoraudum  to  my  friend 
Mr.  A.  J.  Slcplious,  who  placed  it  at  my  absolute  disposal. 
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inquiry,  whether  the  Royal  Society,  under  its  ancient 
constitution,  is  as  efficient  for  promoting  the  objects  for 
which  it  was  originally  instituted,  as  it  would  he  if  it 
was  slightly  altered  in  some  of  its  arrangements  so  as 
better  to  meet  the  present  wants  of  science  ?  The  Council 
originally  consisted  of  twenty-one  ]\Iembers  as  it  does 
now,  and  it  probably  was  then  large  enough  to  admit  of 
science  being  fully  represented  within  it.  Were  it  now 
many  times  larger,  it  wou.ld  be  scarcely  large  enough. 
In  disposing  of  the  Government  grant,  to  obtain  a  quasi 
representation  of  science,  an  equal  number  of  Fellows 
Avas  added  to  the  Council,  and  a  great  advantage  was 
thus  gained  without  any  countervailing  injury.  In 
testing  the  merits  of  the  various  papers  tendered  for 
publication  in  the  Transactions,  referees  are  selected 
from  the  Society  at  large,  and  an  attempt  has  thus  been 
made  to  meet  the  difficulty  that  science  has  entirely 
outgTOwn  the  dimensions  of  the  Council.  Without  that 
expedient,  matters  would  have  long  since  come  to  a  dead 
lock.  In  a  Council  so  small  it  is  impossible  to  secure  a 
satisfactory  representation  of  the  leading  scientific  socie- 
ties, and  it  is  scarcely  to  be  expected  that,  under  such 
circumstances,  they  will  continue  to  publish  inferior 
papers  while  they  send  the  best  to  our  Transactions. 

"  In  the  award  of  medals,  there  are  great  and  acknow- 
ledged difficulties  from  the  same  cause.  Important  as  it 
is  that  all  the  sciences  should  be  represented  upon  the 
Council,  it  seems  to  be  no  less  important  that  the  Royal 
Society  itself  should  be  adequately  represented  there. 
In  Charles  the  Second's  reign,  the  Society  consisted  of 
little  more  than  one  hundred  Fellows,  the  Council  being 
twenty-one,  while  there  are  seven  hundred  Fellows  with 
the  same  Council.  That  circumstance  alone  has  greatly 
changed  the  character  of  the  Society,  so  large  a  propor- 
tional number  of  Fellows  are  now  shut  out  practically 
from  the  Council.    Thus  excluded  from  a  real  partici- 
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pation  in  tlie  government  of  the  Society,  and  having  no 
scientific  business  to  transact  there  will  be  little  to 
interest  them ;  and  even  from  that  little  sometliing  has 
been  taken  unavoidably  by  the  recent  salutary  change 
in  the  manner  of  electing  the  Fellows.  To  impart 
additional  interest  to  the  evening  meetings  seems  to  be 
impossible,  as  it  is  only  where  a  Society  takes  charge 
exclusively  of  one  Science,  that  there  can  be  good  dis- 
cussions generally  intelligible ;  and  therefore,  in  fact,  a 
Fellow  not  on  the  Council  can  have  little  to  interest 
him,  except  in  the  opportunities  afforded  to  him  of 
meeting  his  friends  after  the  papers  have  been  read. 
With  respect  to  the  election  of  the  Fellows,  the  exclu- 
sive character  of  the  new  system  appears  to  be  the 
principal  subject  of  complaint ;  in  fact,  that  powers  so 
great  should  be  exercised  by  so  small  a  section  of  the 
Society. 

"  With  a  larger  Council  the  continued  endurance  of 
the  new  system  would  be  obviously  more  certain.  The 
lloyal  Society  contains  a  large  body  of  Fellows,  of  high 
general  education ;  many  of  them  having  been  successful 
competitors  for  University  honours  in  the  mathematical 
and  physical  sciences, — have  very  strong  additional 
claims, — they  are  necessarily  excluded  from  the  Council 
because  there  is  no  room  for  them ;  they  cannot  be 
taken  as  the  representatives  of  special  sciences.  There 
are  others,  perhaps,  less  conversant  with  matters  of  pure 
science ;  men  of  the  world,  however,  and  men  of  influ- 
ence. Their  aid  would  be  invaluable  in  carrying  out 
scientific  objects  to  which  the  Government  of  the  coun- 
try is  necessarily  a  party ;  they,  however,  are  excluded 
also.  An  attempt  has  been  made,  indeed,  by  the  British 
Association  to  supply  the  want  of  an  influential  Council 
here,  by  requesting  certain  Members  of  Parliament  to 
act  as  a  Committee,  and  commimicate  with  Government, 
but  in  this  arrangement  there  is  something  forced  and 
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awkward.  It  can  scarcely  Tbe  said  that  sucli  a  Com- 
mittee is  a  recognised  body,  and  has  any  proper  busi- 
ness ;  and  besides,  it  is  well  known  that  all  Govern- 
ments look  upon  little  coteries  of  Parliamentary  men  with 
jealousy  rather  than  with  favour.  The  weakness  of  our 
Council  has  been  recently  felt  in  the  failure  of  the 
repeated  applications  for  the  publication  of  Mr.  Huxley's 
Eesearches,  and  in  the  failure  of  the  project  for  the 
exploration  of  the  Southern  Sidereal  Hemisphere,  to 
which  so  much  valuable  time  had  been  devoted ;  and 
I  might,  perhaps,  add,  in  the  tardiness  with  which  the  first 
steps  have  been  taken  to  meet  the  wishes  of  scientific 
men  by  providing  accommodation  for  the  Societies.  It 
is  a  large  subject,  but  I  think  it  could  be  shown  that  the- 
position  of  Science  in  this  country  will  much  depend 
upon  the  strength  or  weakness  of  the  Council  of  the 
Koyal  Society. 

"  The  time  is  evidently  approaching  when  each 
Science  will  have  its  own  Society,  and  some  of  the  best 
Mends  of  the  Koyal  Society  have  looked  forward  to 
that  time  with  great  apprehension.  With  the  Council 
as  at  present  constituted,  their  fears,  perhaps,  would  be 
realised  ;  but  with  a  large  and  powerful  Council,  organ- 
ized in  due  time,  the  Koyal  Society,  in  my  opinion, 
would  have  nothing  to  apprehend.  It  would  be  a  centre 
of  union  and  strength  to  the  other  Societies ;  they, 
through  some  of  the  distinguished  Members  of  their 
Councils,  would  be  represented  upon  it,  and  for  scien- 
tific objects  it  would  wield  their  influence.  In  that  case, 
even  if  every  Science  had  its  Society,  and  if  they  pub- 
lished everything,  withholding  their  best  papers,  which 
they  would  not  be  likely  to  do,  seeing  that  they  were 
represented  here,  still  there  would  remain  to  the  Koyal 
Society  the  gi-eat  and  proper  vocation  of  exercising  a 
presiding  influence  over  the  Science  of  this  country. 
It  would  be  the  adviser  of  the  Government  in  its  rela- 
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tions  with  Science,  pointing  out,  on  the  one  hand,  where 
the  State  might  usefully  interfere  for  the  advancement 
of  Science;  pointing  out,  on  the  other,  where  Science 
might  be  advantageously  brought  to  bear  in  promoting 
the  interests  of  the  State. 

"  To  what  extent  it  would  be  necessary,  in  effecting 
the  proposed  objects,  to  add  to  the  numbers  of  the 
Council,  is  a  question  which  would  require  much  con- 
sideration ;  but,  from  the  experience  we  have  had  in  the 
Committee  of  Eecommendations,  it  is  clear  that  if  the 
Council  was  twice  as  numerous  it  would  not  act  less 
smoothly.  Further,  to  strengthen  the  Council,  it  would 
be  desirable  that  arrangements  should  be  made,  so  that 
its  sittings  should  be  held  during  the  Parliamentary 
Session.  In  that  way,  it  would  be  throAvn  open  to  country 
gentlemen  who  have  no  professional  calls  in  London. 
At  present,  country  gentlemen  cannot  act  with  satisfac- 
tion upon  the  Council,  when  they  are  necessarily  absent 
from  many  of  its  most  important  meetings.  I  appre- 
hend that  the  proposed  changes  could  not  be  effected 
without  a  new  Charter,  which  would  be  attended  with 
some  expense.  But  I  have  no  doubt  a  moderate  sub- 
scription from  the  Fellows  who  are  Patrons  of  Science 
would  be  amply  sufficient,  without  entailing  any  burden 
upon  the  Fellows,  who,  being  actively  engaged  in  the 
prosecution  of  scientific  research,  necessarily  subject 
themselves  to  heavy  expenses,  besides  the  sacrifice  of 
so  much  valuable  time." 

Anxious  to  know  on  official  authority  what  had  been 
the  fate  of  this  "  Memorandum,"  so  well  calculated  to 
strengthen  the  Eoyal  Society  by  weakening,  or  perhaps 
annihilating,  the  baneftd  influence  of  the  little  men 
who  govern  it,  I  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  of  which  the  following  is  an  extract :— 
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"  Observatort,  Kensington, 

Monday,  March  31,  1856. 

Sir  J.  South  presents  his  compliments  to  the  Assist- 
ant Secretary  of  the  Royal  Society,  and  will  be  obliged 
if  he  will  acquaint  him  whether  a  '  Memorandum  pre- 
sented to  the  Council  of  the  Eoyal  Society  by  the  Earl 
of  Rosse,  with  the  view  of  throwing  out  some  hints  for 
consideration  relative  to  the  question  whether  it  may 
not  be  practicable  to  strengthen  the  Royal  Society,  and 
render  it  more  efficient  in  presiding  over  the  science 
of  the  country,'  has  been  entered  on  any  and  what 
Journals  of  the  Society — what  is  the  date  which  the 
original  document  bears — and  at  what  Meetings  of  the 
Council  it  was  taken  into  consideration — whether  it  has 
been  printed  by  order  of  the  Council ;  and  if  so,  under 
what  date — and,  lastly,  whether  it  has  been  circulated 
by  the  Council  amongst  the  Fellows  of  the  Society 
indiscriminately,  or  solely  amongst  themselves  ? 

"  The  bearer  of  this  note  will  wait  for  the  Assistant 
Secretary's  reply. "''^ 

As  the  Assistant  Secretary  was  not  at  home  when 
(a  quarter  past  two  o^clock  P.M.)  this  letter  was  deli- 
vered, and  was  not  expected  to  return  to  it  until  four  or 
five  o'clock,  the  Clerk  of  the  Society  sent  a  verbal 
message  that  "  an  answer  to  it  should  be  sent  me  by 
the  post." 

Accordingly,  at  a  quarter  before  eight  on  the  fol- 
lowing night,  I  received  a  letter  from  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy  : — 

"  The  Royal  Society,  Somerset  House, 
April  1,  1856. 

"  Sir, — I  beg  to  inform  you,  in  answer  to  your  letter 
of  the  31st  ult.,  that  Lord  Rosse's  Memorandum  to 

*  The  remaining  part  of  this  letter  had  no  reference  to  tlie 
"  Memorandum,"  and  therefore  is  omitted. 
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which  you  refer  has  not  been  entered  on  the  Journals 
of  the  Royal  Society. 

"  The  Memorandum  was  a  'confidential'  document, 
intended  for  the  use  of  Members  of  Covmcil,  and  as  such 
was  printed  and  circulated  among  the  Members  of  the 
Council  only  without  any  date  being  attached  to  it. 

"  On  the  28th  of  June,  1855  (at  a  Meeting  of  Council), 
Mr.  Tite  (Member  of  Council)  gave  notice,  that  at  the 
first  Meeting  of  Council,  in  November,  he  would  move 
that  a  Special  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
suggestions  contained  in  the  Memorandum  which  Lord 
Rosse  had  presented  that  day  on  the  subject  of  changes 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  Society. 

"  On  the  8th  of  November,  1855,  Mr.  Tite  (at  a 
Meeting  of  Council)  after  referring  to  the  difficulties 
which  he  believed  would  attend  any  measm'e  involving 
an  interference  with  the  Society's  Charter,  intimated 
that  he  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  proceed  with  his 
intended  motion  with  reference  to  the  changes  in  the 
Royal  Society  referred  to  in  Lord  Rosse's  Memorandum. 

"  I  am,  SiK, 

"  Your  obedient  Servant, 
"  C.  R.  Weld, 

•'  AssitCSecRS. 

"Sir  James  South." 


B.  CLAY,  PEINTEB,  BEEAD  STREET  HILL. 


